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SUBJECT : JELPEDINO, Carlos - IRD 69405 : .
S, F, #211900 ' o o
e b
IDENTIFYING DATA . :

Subject is a forty year old married male who'is a -citizen of Cuba .

He has been cooperating with the Agency since-about 1959, without receiv-
ing salary and being puid only expenses incurred in opz.r;nxonai assignments.,
Subject has been residiag in the United States since March 1961, Subject is

being utilized in3 covert capacity as an FI asset, Subject's file number is
201-211900,

PROCEDURE o '
S —— ' : 03

Subject was given a polygraph interview at the request of(ﬁarry WEBSTER.)
cage officer, WH/C/FL. The interview was held at a covert site in Washington,
D. C, on 27 August 1965, The interview was conductéd in the English lang-
-uage, in which Subject appears to have limited and seemingly adequate pro-
ficiency. Subject sometimes expressed difficulty in understanding certain
words or phraaeology in revicwing test questions, but generally stated that
he undcrstood definitions and meanings for testing purposes. Throughout
testing, Subject claimed that he understood the test questions; during a
discussion at the end of the interview, Subject stated that he found himself
during tcsts translating the interrogator's questions into Spanish for himself "
and then provicding his answers, ever though he had heard the questions before --

testing and had arrived at a judgment on them. -

PURPOSE ' ;

It was rcquested by the case officer that polygraph testing attempt to
. determine the following: (1) Any connection with another intelligence service,
' ~especially Cuban; (2) Whether Subject has told the truth about the nature of .
‘ his relationship with Rolando CUBELA and has been reporting the truth to us i
about CUBELA and CUBELA's activities; (3) Whether Subject has told the .
. truth about his relationship with CARRILLO, Cuban Ambassador in Paris,
H In addition, it was requested that testing include the specific issues requested T
for coverage in an attachment {0 a contact report dated 28 June 1965, These
true name, Communist connections, mtellxg;nce or
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1ssues include Subject's
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" any intelligence servi
‘and that it should be pressed if therg was any indication that

to protect or advance his own business purposes.

- as an-indicator or later a wedge into any i
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security conncctions, relatioushipiwith CUBELA and CARRILLO, report-'
ing of Agency assignments and CU ELA activities, smuggling or illegal
activities in the United States or Europe, disclosure of CIA conncction to
ce or to the Castro Goveroment, It was suggested
t be included or stressced during current testing,
Subject might
ht be using his CIA connection primarily
The issuc was not entered
into during testing. It was agreed that mercly an emotional question using
the word "smuggling® be inserted to draw out Subject's comments or work

: llegal activities or exploitation

of CIA on the part of the Subject. It is noted that such a question was
reserved until the very last test administered to the Subject so that there
would be no.risk of emotionally disturbing the Subject prematurely or

clouding the relevant intelligence issues,

that the smuggling issue no

be vulnerable to bla;kx_h,ail or mig

CONCLUSION - !

From a technical analysis, Subject's charts e¢xhibit a' combination
of nervous tension, 'erratic patterns, reactions, and inconsistencies through~
out threc scparate phases of testing., The charts also show a marked increase
in emotional disturbance and tension and progressively worse reactions as
testing advanced. From the ‘standpoint of Subject’s tension and sensitivity,
it is possible that Subject is practicing deception during testing and that his
unusual test performance is the result of attcmpts to withhold pertinent
information in one or more relevant areas, Overall testing could not
conclusively pinpoint the reactinns on all questions pertiennt as deception
reactions, and Sulzjcct‘s reactions are unresolved at this point, Due to
certain other factors which may have in,
this case inconclusive and incomplete, To resolve the factors, it is recom-
mended that Subject be re-interviewed at a later date and that the interview
be conducted in the Spanish language, It is believed that only testing in
Spanish can conclusively confirm or eliminate any indications and significant
problem areas arising from current tests, In the meantime, Subject's
admissions in certain areas and Subject's reactions on questions of specific
concern to the case officer are presented in this rcport, although the true
significance of the cited reactions may not be conclusive until a test in

Spanish can be administered,

fluenced testing, it is necessary to term
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The factors present during this interview that might have affected
technical testing are as follows: .

(1) Subject claimed to be sick, to have been feeling ill since the pre- .
vious evening and to have debated with himself whether to fly to - . L
‘Washington for the interview that same morning; c o

{2) Subjuct claimed to be "in a hurry" because of "business problems!
and stipulated that the interview should not take too long so that
he could catch an early planc back to New York;
- - r

(3) Subject has a rather limited command of the English language and
there are indications that a language problem may have been en-
countcred during testing.,

On the basis of these factors, Subject has been temporarily given the
benefit of the doubt in testing, but by no means has been given a clean bill
of health on the basis of current test performance; inasmuch as the case is
considered incomplete, arrangements should be made for a follow-up poly-
graph interview in the Spanish language at a later date,

DETAILS

1, Specifically, Subject did not reflect consistent reactions on the
general question of working for another intelligence service, but he did reflect
reactions on specific questions of having a secret connection with the Castro
Government, telling another intelligence service about his connection with us,
having a secret connection with any Cuban Intelligence or security organization,
reporting information about American Intelligence activities or representatives
to anyone unknown to us, giving.false or misicading information to any American
Intelligence representative, and being approached to work for another intelligence T
scrvice, - o

Subject further reflected extreme emotional disturbances on many quest-
ions regarding his relationship with CUBELA and his knowledze of CUBELA's - ’
activitics or sentiments. He also reacted on questions dealing with his relat- ey
ionship with CARRILLO,

On questions that uscd the words such as "hiding," '"concealing" (inform-

Ity
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- pertinent question was ckanged accordingly to,
"nct know about about your connection with American Inte

- i= obvious that. e qualificd question is vague ana t
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ation from us), “dulibe roicly keep seccot from us', Y"soourity” incidents
breackes, otc,, ''blackmat', vpressure' (by an iutciligence suvrvice), Sub- e .

rofessced iguronee ¢ the terms ard atieinpis & definition and clari-

B p
these words soumed to fail,

tivation ¢l the mceaning of questiuas Usitg

2. D;tri;x‘,' tite pro-test discussion, Subject was asked the question, - -
“Have you told an e abuat your coancction will. Ameri san Intelligence? ’
Sabivct replied no ling his head, that he definitely ligd, that Lo had toid

Venany maay pes.c. '’ As ked to adentify these scople, Subject stated that it
2y Y Pt . L Yy beop ,

would be almos. irmpossible, because s0 many raew in New York, in Cuba, >
in Europe, vlc, It was puinted out to the Subject that the question referred to .

Aruerican Lutelligencc and not to Americaa Gevernme:t, Subject stated that
he understood completcly, Subjoct was asked to make an effort to enumerate

of the pcople whom he had toid about his intelligence connection, even

e find it dif.acult to do. Subject then stated that he had told -

his wife, his father, ang other ret ttives about his coancction with us, He

said that his uffice umpluyces in New York alse koew abeut his connection.

He furthes stated that othuers knew, like Ricardo MADAN and Ricardo RIVAN,

He said that in Ciba there ~ere mnany peopie who kunew, like Rolando CUBELA,

E1 LOCO, Ll MLED, Rob‘:_-ﬁ'o (l{c«bfﬁfx’o ?), and otiicrs. He said thut it was no. '
cret that he had told his € -1ends about nis connection, and that many others

simoly knew about his intellisence connection. Subject was asked whether

there was anyone he had told who <houlG 1.ot know about his connection ‘'or whom

he had not reported to us; especially individuals with intelligence backgrounds, -

Subject said that he assumed that Cuban Istelligence may have found out or

guessed about Li

some
ti.ough he mig

s

s relationship with us, but thzi he had not told them hirnself,

He also stated that he feli that the people he had told were known to us, The
Have you told anyone we do
lligeace?!' Subject
stated that he could answer in the negative oa the question in this form, During
test:ng, Subjeci riflacted reactions on the question, Writer's Commeat: It
echnically unanswerable, but
nents 4 need is indiczted for the debriefing of the Sub-
his intelligeace connection, Subject agreed
er later in a morc lengthy meeting.)

in light of Subjecct's state:
ject on all peoply he has told about
to provide names znd details to the case offic

3. During later tests which included specific questions oa whether Subject
Lad told any intclligence service, the Castro Government, or CARRILLO about
his connection with us, Subject also reflected strong reactions on these questions

and was interrogated, Subject denied having revealed his conneccion to any of

et m - sacae
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these sources,

4, Subject was interrogated on tue basis of pronounced rcactions on
the question, “"Have you cver deliberately reported falsc or misleading in-
formation to any American Intelligence representative?'' Subject \stated that
he had never reported false or misleadizg information on any assignment or
task, including his missions to Mexico and Switzerland, and concerning his

activity vis-a-vis CUBELA.,

5. Subject stated that he had not been approached to work for any other
intelligence service besides American, despite reactions on this question,

6. Regarding his name, Subject stated that he has used the name Carlo
TEPEDIKNQ Gonzalez since 1946, Before 1946, he used the name Carlos LOPEZ
his true name from birth, During testiag, there were no reactions to questions
covering these two facts, but there were reactions on the question, '"Have you
ever used another name to hide your tree identity ?" Answer: ‘'No," Subject
stated that he had never used any namc to hide his true identity and that he

understood the meaning of the question to refer to any secret or intelligence

use of another name that was unkuown to us,

'7. Subject reacted prominently on various questions dealing with CUBELA.
During the pre-test discussion, the interrogator had asked the Subject the follow-
ing question:. Does CUBELA have a plan to overthrow Castro? Subject replied
that there is no plan that he knows of, and he does not cornsider CUBELA's various
activities as constituting a plan for such an objective. Asked how he might des-
cribe CUBELA's attitude toward Castro, Subject said that CUBELA was opposed
to the Castro government and that Subject felt that CUBELA hLad a “'desire' to
overthrow Castro, rather than any plan. When Subject was asked whether he
considered CUBELA's group to be a genuine anti-Castro and anti-Communist
group, Subject replied that CUBELA ¢ic not have a group and that he knew of no
group he ever had, Asked how he would describe any individuals who supported..
CUBELA as iriends, or promised him scpport in any undertaking, or who might
be counted on for supporti if he were ever to follow through with his *'desire" to
overthrow Castro, Subject shrugged and said he did not know what to call them,
that he did not think CUBELA had any control over all his friends or supporters,
that he did not even think they would all help CUBELA in any crisis or that CUBELA
could depend on any of them in any undertaking, He said that a group as such was
no.-existert and that he could not evexn regard CUBELA's following as a group of
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" friends, an organization of any kind, a social circle, a band of sympath-
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izers, ctc, Subject also stated-that he had complete confidence in CUBELA
and would trust him in whatever he did, )

During testing, Subjiect reacted on the question rcgar.ding CUBELA's
desire to overthrow Castro, Subject stated during interrogation that he had
no doubt at all regarding CUBELA!'s desire to overthrow Castro and he could
not understand the reason for his reaction on such a question, Subject re-
pcated that he had complete confidence in CUBELA., ’

-

_Subject was also intcrrogated on his reactions on the question, "Do you

“pelieve that CUBELA is anti-Castro and anti- Communist 2" Answer: "Yes,".
. Subject said that.in his opinion, CUBELA was against the Castro government, .

but that hé felt that CUBELA admired Castro. He said that in spite of CUBELA's
strong admiration for Castro, CUBELA was still opposed to him and to his

mcthods,

8. During discussion of qucstions before testing, Subject was asked
thé question, "Docs CUBELA have any connection with Cuban Intelligence
or Cuban Sccurity?'" Subject replied, "Yes." Asked to vxplain, Subject stated
that CUBELA definitely had an "“inside track' with Cuban intelligence and sec-
urity clements, knew quite a few intelligence pcople, worked with them closely,
had da.iiy contacts with them, knew what was going on in intelligence circles,
etc, Subject was asked whether he meant that CUBELA was working for or
cooperating with Cuban Intelligence or Security clements, Subject replied that
CUBELA, of course, had strong connections with Cuban Intelligence and was
probably cooperating with them in.various ways, Subjcct added that he had
to in order to gain their confidence and to be able to know what Cuban Intelli-
gence was doing, He also added that even though he had these connections,
he was still opposecd to the Castro Government and would probably take an
opportunity to work against it, Subject said that CUBELA would not be able
to exist in Cuba as he docs today if he did not have the confidence of the Castro
Government and intelligence services. Subject was asked how he knew so well
about CUBELA's connections with Cuban Intelligence; Subject replied that CUB-
ELA had told"everyone and had told me' and "everyone knew about CUBELA's

contacts with Cuban Intelligence,"

Subject was advised that the question would not be asked as proposed,
and was asked what his answer would be to the following question, "Is CUBELA

| PR N



14-00000

e

1RO Fudduh
22 Scptemher 1905

Pagvu viu

an agent of Cuban Intelligence
answer, "No," During testing

or Cuban Security?" Scbject said that he would

, Subject reflected reactions on the question.

9, Subject reflected reactions during tests on the question, "‘Have you
told us the complete truth about your relationship with CUBELA?'" and "Have

. you deliberately attempted to hide or keeep secret from us any information
about Rolando CUBELA?" Subject did not show reactions on the question,

"iave you told us ‘the complete truth about your relations
‘but he did show reactions on the question, "Have you told CARRILLO about

hip with CARRILLO?",

your comncction with American Intelligence?" Answer: "No,' Subject was

intérrogated on the basis of the reactions, but furnished no pertinent inform-

ation, Subject insisted that he had not told CARRILLO about his connection

with us, and that he had'told u

s cverything about his relationship with CUBELA,

Subject stated that he considercd CUBELA his friend, but he could not classify
CARRILLO as a friend. Subject was asked whether CARRILLO was friendly to the

Subject and whether they were
that these statements were tru

both on amicable terms, and Subject replied
€.

10. In a final test, the following questions were asked:

Have you ever reported

ties or rcpresentatives to anyone you have not told us about? No.

Have you told any intelli
No.

No,

information about American Intelligence activi-

sence service about your connection with us?

Have you told the Castro Government about your connection with us?

Do you have any secret connection with the Castro Government? No.

Do you have any secret connection with any Cuban Intelligence or

Security organization? No,

Do you have any secret agreement with CUBELA that you have not told

us about? No,

Have you ever engaged i
intelligence service? No,

'

n smuggling activities for any government or

Didany intelligence service instruct you to work or cooperate with .

-
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Amerxcan Intglhgcnce? No.

Is there anythmg xmportant in your backt,round that you have not told
us aboit that gould be usecd agaizist you for blackmazl or pressure by’ another
government or mtclhgencc serv:ce? No. : :

Arc you an agent of the Castro Governmeit ? --No. Lo B

Doecs CUBELA have,cqxifacts with Cub‘;n :Iiztelligence? Y_‘eé;\
Is CUBELA an agent of Cuban Intclligence? No. .

Have you told us the complute truth about your relationship with CUBELA ? 1 ) :
Yes. ’ \

i

Have you ever been asked to work for any intelligence service besides us?

Have you ever worked for or cooperated with any intelligence service :
- L4
besides American? No,

During two final tests including these questions, Subject reacted pro-
minently but inconsistently on most questions, and exhibited overall emotional
disturbance throughout the tests, An additional qucation which had been in-
cluded, "Is there a CUBELA .group?" wasa not answered by the Subject during
testing, Before testing Subject had stated that he understooa the question and
had agreed to answer No to the question according to discussions on the topic,
Later, Subject explained that he could not answer the question, The question

was followed up by, "Does CUBELA hmave many friends who support him against .

Castro?" on which Subject answered Yes, according to agreement, Regarding .
the smuggling qucstion, Subject appeared quite concerned and asked for an e\'planatim ’
of the question threc times, whereupon he indicated that he understood the quest- «_:\

ion perfectly., There was only a slight disturbance on the question during test-
ing which <id not appear significant to the interrogator, Subject was not interr-
ogatzd on this question or asked any questions about smuggling. _ ,

. During various post-test discussion periods, Subject was asked whether -
he anderstood the questions asked or whether he had experienced any difficulties '1'
in comprehunsion during testing. Subject gencrally retorted that he understood :

" the questions and knew just what they mcaant; in addition, Subject would sometimes
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Quaestions on which Subject expresscd difficulty

. lained.and re<phra: p
‘ du.cussmns, Subject. stated that he fouad fﬁ'ﬁvs

iﬁwwus languagc daﬁxculty durmg test preparation
Subjcct's comriand o
It is-also possablg that

P L _attemptmg to do more-than hi's 1anguage a’b!%ﬁty permi i
ma.nucs problem-in ‘the test procedure. :

to indicate that he -

DurmgA later

for Lo testing.

P

»f-English can not be rated as -
Subject might have been
jtted or failing to recog-
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